This study evaluated how the spatiotemporal allocation of fishing effort for lobsters in the Galapagos multiple-use Marine Protected Area was affected by the interaction of diverse climatic and human drivers, before and after implementation of no-take zones. The study used GIS data on fishing effort and BRTs to attempt to identify how these drivers affected spatial fishing patterns. The paper concludes that the boom-and-bust exploitation of the sea cucumber fishery and the global financial crisis (2007)(2008)(2009), rather than no-take zone implementation, were the most important drivers affecting the distribution of fishing effort for lobsters across the archipelago. The study is spatially and temporally extensive (most of the Galapagos Islands, 1997-2011), the data are fairly well-analyzed and interpreted, and the manuscript is well-written. I have no major disagreements with the conclusions. I also have some sympathy with the suggestions that the MPA network placement could be revisited or even revised, and outside the network TURFS encouraged. My comments are mostly to assist the authors with publication.
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Major Comments.
1. This is a paper that, in effect, quantifies spatial and temporal trends in fishing effort of a lobster fishery in a developing country. Yet the emphasis chosen is how this data informs effects of MPA implementation. It is highly commendable that the study includes before and after implementation data. In fact, this is such an important aspect of the study, I would recommend that the authors stress this point more in the paper. However, this MPA network is also well-known as a "classic" case where fishers ensured that no-take zones were NOT placed where fishers fished (Edgar et al 2004 Ref. 22 in this manuscript). That is, it is a case where you might NOT expect much change in spatial effort in the lobster fishery pre-and post-implementation of the MPA network (which is what they found). This very important point is not even mentioned until Lines 999-1010 in the Discussion. I recommend that you mention this much earlier in the paper, probably in the Abstract and Introduction. 2. You place a substantial amount of faith in the "explanatory" powers of your BRTs. This needs to be tempered a fraction. The spatial scale at which you measure effort (2.25 km 2 ) may be rather coarse to be making confident statements about the lack of evidence for "fishing the line". Many of the studies of spillover (see references cited below at Line 86) often report this effect at much smaller spatial scales than this. You should at least acknowledge this point. 4. The Discussion is far too long and repetitive (17 pages, with a Summary of almost 7 pages). This should be condensed considerably. 5. Lines 93-97 (Introduction) and 952-954 (Discussion) "…to our knowledge, no study has examined yet how fishers respond to those situations in which they have to cope simultaneously with implementation of an MPA, and with the interaction of external drivers…". A relevant, similar, example is the perceived effect of the rezoning of Australia's Great Barrier Reef Marine Park in 2004 on local fisheries described by Fletcher WJ et al (2015) Large-scale expansion of no-take closures within the Great Barrier Reef has not enhanced fishery production. Ecol. Appl. 25: 1187-1196 and critiqued by Hughes TP et al (2016) A critique of claims for negative impacts of marine protected areas on fisheries. Ecol. Appl. 26: 637-641. I would recommend that you cite these two papers.
Minor Comments.
Abstract.
Line 30. MP Area (omit s).
Line 31. Note change in font size of text at full stop.
Line 37. Unfeasible (not infeasible).
Introduction
Line 73. "…pay greater attention to the human dimensions of MPAs [10, 11] …" In addition references 10 and 11 cited, both by the authors of the current paper, a very relevant example possibly worth citing here would be: Alcala A.C. and G.R. Russ (2006) . No-take marine reserves and reef fisheries management in the Philippines: A new people power revolution. Ambio 35(5): 245-254.
Line 86 (and 198 Line 1291. To support (not the support). 
